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" And so I might say we do know what Good is,
even if we do not know what things are good."

" But we know Pleasure by direct sensation."

"And so I might say we know Good by direct
perception."

" But you cannot define Good."

" Neither can you define Pleasure, Both must be
recognised by direct experience."

" But, at any rate," he said, " there is this
distinction, that in the case of Pleasure everyone does
recognise it when it occurs; whereas there is no
such general recognition of Good."

" That," I admitted, " may, perhaps, be true ; I am
not sure."

"But," broke In Leslie, "what does it matter
whether ft be true or no ? What has all this to do
with the question ? It's immaterial whether Pleasure
or Good is the more easily and generally recog-
nisable. The point is that they are radically
different things."

" No," objected Parry, "our point is that they are
the same thing."

" But I don't believe you really think so, or that
anyone can."

" And / don't believe that anyone cannot \"

" Do you mean to say that you really agree with
Bentham that, quantity of pleasure being equal,
pushpin is as good as poetry ? "

" Yes; at least I agree with what he means, though
the particular example doesn't appeal to me, for
I hardly know what either pushpin or poetry is."

" Well then, let us take Plato's example. Do you
think that, quantity of pleasure being equal, scratching